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REMARKS 

The present amendment is submitted in an earnest effort 
to advance this case to issue without delay. 

1. The priority claim acknowledgment in paragraph 12 of 
PTOL-326 is appreciated. 

2. A minor change has been made in the specification to 
eliminate the reference to the claims. The specification change 
does not involve the introduction of new matter. 

3. Claims 1 to 11 have been cancelled and replaced by 
new claims 12 to 22, carefully drafted to distinguish over the art. 

4. The new claims are directed to the combination of 
juxtaposed surfaces 16, 18 on the armrest cover member 2, 4, etc. 
and on the support member 3, 11 which are held apart by the elastic 
(41) until the armrest cover member is loaded on the arm of a user, 
whereupon the surfaces engage to lock the two members against 
displacement. That, of course, allows the longitudinal displacement 
of the armrest cover member to any extent and allows the two to be 
locked together against displacement without a detent device and in 
any position. There is no need for anything to jump into a hole or 
any other means for retaining two members in position at specific 
locations. More particularly, the Applicant has studied the office 
action and have checked through the US patent of Wu that the 
examiner recites with respect to claims 1 through 6. 
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Wu discloses a slide seat 2 that can be positioned on an 
armrest seat 1 at different positions that are defined by recess 
holes 71 (column 2, lines 29 — 31) which are formed in a center bar 
15 (column 2, lines 3, 4) . Thus, the slide seat 2 can be moved from 
one position defined by one of the holes 71 to another position 
defined by another hole 71 whereby a spring 72 presses a ball 7 in 
each of the holes 71. 

According to the present invention the armrest that is 
movable on the support to each optional position without any 
restriction as to the positions of any holes or any other means as 
a notch or a detent. 

The armrest simply performs a sliding movement when a 
force acts on it in one of the two moving directions of sliding. 

On the other side, the armrest is fixed at any position 
selected by moving previously when a load is exerted on the 
armrest. The gravity force of an arm laid on the armrest or the 
gravity force of any other object of which the weight is on the 
scale of an arm is sufficient to hold the armrest at its chosen 
position. Thus, the use of the new armrest is very user-friendly 
and does need a sensitive engagement of the armrest at any notch as 
taught by Wu or, for instance, by Korber et al. (cf . column 5, 
lines 27 - 32, and fig. 2). 

The armrest according to the invention, therefore, 
creates a considerable simplification to find a position according 
to a user 1 s wish who simply can change that position if he finds 
it not sufficiently comfortable. There is no need to exert a 
considerable force on the movable armrest, but the user simply can 
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move by a little knock by his arm. Thus, the invention 
considerably alleviates positioning and changing position of an 
armrest without additional means as needed according to the state 
of the art, i.e. by Wu. 

Neither in the state of the art as represented by the 
documents mentioned by the examiner in his action and enumerated in 
the attached list of patents and publications none of the documents 
anticipates nor gives a hint to apply the gravity of a load for 
fixing of a position of an armrest. 

The invention is realized by elastic elements that are 
pressed together in loaded condition. 

5. Having established that neither WU nor any other 
reference, therefore, anticipated claim 12 or any of the claims 
which depend therefrom, it can be also noted that no rejection can 
stand on a combination of WU with any of the applied secondary 
references. 

Atanasiu et al, for example, has been cited to show a 
friction strip at 46 between sliding elements of a console support. 
However, that clearly would contradict WU which has a detent 
arrangement at 71, 72 or 70, 71 so that a combination could not be 
deemed obvious except as based on hindsight afforded by the instant 
application. Furthermore, even if one would supply a friction 
strip at 46 between the console have a slide for it, that would not 
result in a friction strip in an armrest between a cover member and 
the pivotal member. The console of Atanasiu is in no way equivalent 
to an armrest as claimed. 
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The Nicol and Korba references have damping devices for 
conductors and not between parts of an armrest so that there is no 
basis for combining either of those references with WU. But even 
if those references would be combinable, there is no teaching in 
either of them that friction strips or surfaces can be provided to 
lock the cover member to the support member in a basic position of 
the armrest cover to a support. 

Hence, while Applicant does not believe that these 
combinations of references would have been obvious to the ordinary 
skilled worker in the art at the time the invention was made, it is 
even more apparent that even if the combinations would be proper, 
they would not suggest the invention as it is now defined. 

New claims 12 to 22 are thus allowable and an early 
notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted. 
The Firm of Karl F. Ross P.C. 
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